2h         THE PRINCIPLES OF WAR

them,\>f developing them, of preparing you for action;
also, what dispositions does it require from you ?

Suck are the three points which must be solved m
order to determine the line to be followed and to foresee
the ppssible results.

War has been taught in all times, from Xenophon
(who, in the Cyropcedeia, gives more room to his own
views on the subject than to the deeds of his hero) down
to Jommi, without mentioning Vegetius and others. In
spite of that, it was not before 1882-3 that war was
taught in France on a rational and practical basis,
and this, although our School had been founded m 1876.
Putting an inscription on the wall had not sufficed to
create a real War School.

Where was the difficulty ? Did it reside in the question
how to determine the subject to be taught, the true theory
of war; or in the manner of teaching that theory once
it had been established?

The difficulty came from two sources.

The different causes which contribute towards deter-
mining the result m war were enumerated well enough.
moral superiority, superiority in instruction, command,
armament, system of supply, of fortification, etc. . . .
It was rightly pointed out that this result is a function
of all these variables :

/ (a, b, c, . . . k, 1, m)

These variables were, however, divided into two
groups:

(1) In the first group were placed the moral factors :
the quality of the troops, of the command, of the will,
of the passions aroused, etc., which cannot be appreciated
with accuracy, notably m quantitative terms. These
factors were systematically set aside from a rational
study and from a theory of war which was intended to
be accurate; or rather, they were supposed to be equal
on each side. In the function

/ (a, b, c, . . . k, 1, m)

the first set, a, b, c . , . were given a constant value,
and the function of variables therefore became

/ (k, 1, m).
It only included a small number of variables.